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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4-11, 13-20, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Electro-tech systems, Inc. (ETS) "Ground strap testers" (09/1997) in view of 
Schechtel et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,416,090). 

Regarding claim 1: ETS discloses the Utility Wiring Verifier/ AC Outlet tester (Model 
256) comprising a housing having a first side extending generally between second and third 
sides; and at least one elongated strip of substantially translucent material extending through the 
first side and at least the second sides so that part of the strip is visible at the first side and the at 
least one of the second and third sides (see P3 enlarged Figure, col. 1, paragraph 2, and col. 2, 
paragraph 2). ETS does not teach at least one retaining tab associated with the at least one 
elongated strip of substantially translucent material, the retaining tab secures the at least one 
elongated strip of substantially translucent material to the housing. However, using the retaining 
tab to secure the top housing member to the bottom housing member is old and well known in 
the art as taught by Schechtel et al. (fig. 1, col. 4, lines 35-59). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the 
technique of Schechtel et al. in the system of ETS in order to facilitate removal of the closure 
which is an advantage. 
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Regarding claim 4: ETS discloses the claimed whereby the at least one elongated strip is 
visible along the first side, the second side, and the third side as seen in P3 enlarged Figure. 

Regarding claim 5: ETS discloses the second and third sides are opposed sides of the 
housing, see P3 enlarged Figure. 

Regarding claim 6: ETS discloses each of the at least two elongated strips extending 
through the first side and at least one of the second and third sides so that part of each the 
elongated strips is visible at the first side and the at least one of the second and third sides, a 
partition of a substantially opaque material separating the at least two elongated strips as shown 
in P3 enlarged Figure. 

Regarding claim 7: ETS discloses including a different light source operatively 
associated with each of the at least two elongated strips as seen in P3 enlarged Figure, col. 1, 
paragraph 2. 

Regarding claim 8: ETS discloses wherein each of the at least two elongated strips 
extends completely through the housing from the second side through to the third side and is 
exposed at the first side as shown in P3 enlarged Figure. 

Regarding claim 9: Refer to claim 5 above. 

Regarding claim 10: ETS discloses the at least elongated strip has an outer extent that 
substantially conforms to the contour of an adjacent outer sidewall portion of the housing as seen 
in P3 enlarged Figure. 

Regarding claim 11: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claims 1 and 6 above. 
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Regarding claim 13: ETS discloses the claimed wherein the at least one elongated slot 
extend completely through the housing from the second side through to the third side, whereby 
translucent material is visible at the first side, the second side, and the third side as seen in P3 
enlarged Figure. ETS does not specially teach providing an opening along the first side as 
claimed. However, as seen the enlarged figure, one skilled in the art would have clearly 
recognize that the elongated slots of the device of ETS do provide an opening along the first side 
so that one can easily change the light bulb in case it burned out in order to eliminate the need of 
special tools to open it. 

Regarding claim 14: ETS discloses wherein the second and third sides are opposed sides 
of the housing as shown in P3 enlarged Figure. 

Regarding claim 15: Refer to claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 16: Refer to claim 7 above. 

Regarding claim 17: Refer to claim 13 above. 

Regarding claim 18: Refer to claim 14 above. 

Regarding claim 19: Refer to claim 10 above. 

Regarding claim 20: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 22: Refer to claim 16 above. 

Regarding claim 23: ETS discloses the Utility Wiring Verifier/ AC Outlet tester (Model 
256) comprising the visual indicators as seen in P3 enlarged Figure but does not specifically 
teach the at least one light source has an illuminated condition and non-illuminated condition, 
each condition being indicative of a condition of a monitored aspect of system coupled to the 
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indicator apparatus, and where a plurality of light sources each indicate a condition of a different 
monitored aspect of the system as claimed. Since the indicator device of ETS will lluminate/non- 
illuminate based on the condition of an the wiring of an AC outlet, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to readily recognize that the indicator apparatus of ETS does have 
an illuminated condition and non-illuminated condition, each condition being indicative of a 
condition of the monitored aspect of system coupled to the indicator apparatus also in order to 
provide an indication of one or more corresponding operating condition of the device. 
Regarding claim 24: Refer to claim 23 above. 

3. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schneider et al. 
(U.S. Pat. Des. 391,182) in view of Electro-tech systems, Inc. (ETS) "Ground strap testers" 
(09/1997) and further in view of Schechtel et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,416,090). 

Regarding claim 21: Schneider et al. disclose indicator for locating proximity sensors 
comprising a proximity sensor for sensing the proximity of an object; an indicator housing 
having an outer sidewall portion with a plurality of sides, and the light source being activated 
based on an operating condition of the proximity sensor system as shown in figures 1-7. 
Schneider et al. do not teach at least one elongated strip of substantially translucent material 
extending through at least one side of the side wall portion through another side of the sidewall 
portion so that part of the strip is visible at the at least one side and the another side of the side 
wall portion. It is clear to see that the indicator in Schneider et al. is situated at the comer of the 
sensor housing which provides viewable indication from two sides viewing angles, see Figs 2 
and 7. ETS also teaches a tester having three elongated strips substantially translucent material 
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extending through one side of the sidewall through another side of the sidewall portion as seen in 
P3 enlarged Figure which provides three viewable sides. Since they both teach an indicator 
system which is visible from the at least two different sides, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to substitute the indicator of 
Schneider et al. with the illuminated strip with three viewing sides as taught by ETS in order to 
provide a more comprehensive indication scheme. 

Schneider et al and ETS do not teach a retaining apparatus that secures the at least one 
elongated strip of substantially translucent material to the housing and over the light source as 
claimed. However, using the retaining tab to secure the top housing member to the bottom 
housing member is old and well known in the art as taught by Schechtel et al. (fig. 1, col. 4, lines 
35-59). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the technique of Schechtel et al. in the system of the combination 
in order to facilitate removal of the closure which is an advantage. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Bietzer et al. [U.S. Pat. 5,975,320] disclose tamper-evedent closure and container neck 
therefor. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phung T Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-2968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon thru. Friday, with alternate Friday 
off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on 571-272-2964. The fax numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular communications 
and 703-308-9051 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 



Phung Nguyen 




Date: December 22, 2004 



